where in (1a), '→' may be either material or (variably) strict implication.
As a consequence of the equivalences in (1), English sentences taken to have forms that are essentially the left-hand-side formulae in (1) should have conjunctive force, for example, (2) a. If Mary got a D or an F she will be dropped from the course b. Mary didn't get a D or an F.
The prediction of conjunctive force is correct, since the preferred reading of (2a) is equivalent to 'if Mary got a D she'll be dropped, and also if she got * My interest in the topic of free-choice disjunction was sparked by Ede Zimmermann's work on it. I thank Daniel Büring, Kit Fine, Michael Glanzberg, Magda Kaufmann, Stefan Kaufmann, Friederike Moltmann, Benjamin Spector and Ede Zimmermann for comments and discussion which helped improve this paper through various drafts. I have especially benefited from comments on the penultimate draft by Ivano Ciardelli, Jeroen Groenendijk and Floris Roelofsen.
an F' , while for (2b) it is 'Mary didn't get a D and didn't get an F' . Given the equivalences in (1), there is no real mystery here. The cases of conjunctive force that are more mysterious are those in which it is not at all evident why the force is with them. Comparative adjectives are a well-known example: (3a) below, barring cues to the contrary, means (3b), not (3c); this requires explanation; and there is little agreement on what it should be.
(3) a. A is taller than B or C b. A is taller than B and A is taller than C c. A is taller than B or A is taller than C.
In fact, it would be best to say that (3a) is ambiguous between a reading equivalent to (3b) and a reading equivalent to (3c) (the ambiguity is also present in parallel examples with 'less tall than' and 'as tall as' , and can be brought out by partitive paraphrases: 'A is taller than either of B or C' versus 'A is taller than at least one of B or C'). The default reading of (3a) is equivalent to (3b), but some examples are understood as equivalent to (3c): they get a 'pure disjunction' reading. But talk of ambiguity does not mean we endorse a lexical ambiguity hypothesis for or.1 Rather, we will develop a structural account of the free-choice/ pure disjunctive distinction, within the framework of typelogical grammar (tlg). The main problem is to explain how (3a) acquires a meaning equivalent to that of (3b); however, we begin with a discussion of the (3c)-reading.
Pure Disjunction and Ellipsis
The contexts in which (3a) means (3c) rather than the default (3b) are sometimes ones where some sort of 'epistemic distancing' rider is appended, as in (4) A is taller than B or C, but it's hard to tell which.
One can get the same effect non-epistemically, say by continuing (3a) with 'whoever is younger' . It is the wh-word that forces the reading (3c), for the pragmatic reason that its use conveys something that assertion of (3b) conflicts
